<<“

[ 1
[ 1
[

10. 13553 /. cnki. llygg. 2017.04. 014

2004

S)

113

13

”» 113

1D035 -3 [

”»

113 ”»

« ”»

§

»

113

—

”»

o

)

2007

2017 - 4

. 50
] 1006 - 7426 2017 04 -0127 - 09

<< 13 » (13 » 43 ”_

>>( << 13

_ [ ”
“ ”»
20 90

2 ) 2008

* 127 -



21 13
7 2010
1000

N

2000 2010 10

“ oM« ”

20 70 80 90

( Obeng —
Odoom 2012; BACLIJA 2011; Werna 1995)

McGill( 2001)
o (" 7

« »

21

( Suriyachan etc 2012) |
( Kapucu 2012)
( Scott etc
2013) ( Romero —
Lankao etc 2014) o

° 128 -

(2016)

113

2

14 2»

”» [43 ”

( GIS) 7 ( MartI"nez 2009 .
(ICT) " ( Njoh 2012)
”( Baud 2014)

o

Rakodi( 2003)

GIS.ICT
~ ( op—
erations research) ( CAD)
Achillas

(2011)

€«

Baud  Dhanalakshmi( 2007)

N



“« »

(2015)

Roman” czyk

( CBOs)

( Minnery et al 2013) .

N

Zhai  Ng(2013)
<< “ ” >>
3
N ( knowledge
city)
( Van et al 2007) .

o (F
")

2017 - 4

111

200

1910 1 »”

o (F

21

<< “ ” >>
1890
» 4
” >>
20 70

* 129 -



20
20 70
<<“

[43

* 130 -

113

1

113

”» 113 ” “«

ICT

€«

WTEHES. #iNGH, Wihs
HM S5 A A R T T AR A7 R

80
[43 ”» 2010
R << “ ” >>
” >> «
EETEEE | W EEFR | R
ERHA KA ARk SEH
1 «“ ”

”»

EEFER: BEWmRR, ¥T8
BT RN, B e

13

113

”»

«

»

(" ")

ICT

”»



2017 - 4

0 N 34% 15%
o ( Skyland) ”
1.
( Meijer et al
2011) .
1971 2.
50
. 1991 2001
2011 << “« ” >>
“6E” ( Technology) @, ( En-
gineering) . ( Economic) . ( Education) .
( Execution) ( Enjoy)
o «En 5
2030 N
2011 ’
R << “« ” >>
70
30 20
. . . 36.5
2008 €« ”»
@ o
2015 “ ( Skyland) ” : 1973
2000 8.9
o 2030
@ : Dulal et al(2011) .
@ 20 Chakrabarty( 1998)

* 131 -



2030 . °

“« »

« » (

. Forbe
; NUH Research(

: IPSOS ( SME)
: Nielson Mediacorp
7
3.
GIS ICT
“AG Boxes”
DIBM : ) 2013 4 23

*132-

2015”7 ( iN2015) ¢

”( Data Marketplace)

113

20257 ( iN2025)
“ ” ( Digital Harbor)

“

N " ( Yigitcan—

lar.O’ Connor & Westerman 2008) .

2015”( iN2015) ¢

€«

pore)

»

. GIS
2014 «“
2025 ( iN2025)

2006

”®

113

113 »

113 ”»”
»

“« ”»”

( Virtual Singa—



2017 - 4

”» 8

o

2.0  Living Lab

“ ”( One -
Service) ® ICT ”( Roman” czyk 2015) .
( HDB)
N << “«
(
)
o ICT ( )
) 1 . 113

4 o 50
@ “ ”

” “ 7,217 -219.

")

»

113

- 133 -



113

(13 2”
b4
(14 ”»
2»
“ b4
(13 ”»
( )
e E - -
M. 2010: 18.
J 2016 (4): 11
20.
6 7 8 9 . “ ” “ ”» “ 77_

2016:55 161 -162 174 -179 77 208 124.

2.
43

3.
13
1
2 3
4 5
10

Achillas C.  Vlachokostas C. & Moussiopoulos N.
2011 Prioritize Strategies to Confront Environmental De—

terioration in Urban Areas: Multicriteria Assessment of

Public Opinion and Experts’ Views Cities Vol. 28
(5): 414 -423.

11 BaClija I.  (2011). Urban Management in a European
context Urbaniizziv 22(2): 137 - 146.

12 Baud I. & Dhanalakshmi R. 2007 Governance in Ur—

ban Environmental Management: Comparing Accounta—

bility and Performance in Multi — stakeholder Arrange—

- 134 -

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

ments in South India Cities Vol. 24(2): 133 — 147.

Baud I.  Scott D. Pfeffer K. Sydenstricker — Neto J.
& Denis E. 2014 Digital and Spatial Knowledge Man—
agement in Urban Governance: Emerging Issues in Indi-
a Brazil South Africa and Peru Habitat Internation—
al Vol. 44 October: 501 —509.

Chakrabarty B. K. 1998 Urban Management and Opti—

mizing Urban Development models Habitat Interna—
tional Vol. 22 (4) :503 —522.
Dulal H. B. Brodnig G. & Onoriose C. G. 2011 Cli-

mate Change Mitigation in the Transport Sector through
Urban Planning: A Review Habitat International Vol.
35(3): 494 -500.
2012

Kapucu N. Disaster and Emergency Management

Systems in Urban Areas Cities Vol. (29): s41 —s49.

Martl ‘nez J. 2009 The Use of GIS and Indicators to
Monitor Intra — Urban Inequalities: A Case Study in Ro—
Vol. 33(4):

sario  Argentina Habitat International

387 -396.

McGill R. 2001 Urban Management Checklist Cities
Vol. 18(5) : 347 -354.
Meijer M.  Adriaens F. & van der L. 2011 A Next

Step for Sustainable Urban Design in the Netherlands
Cities Vol.28(6): 536 —544.
Minnery J. Argo T. Winarso H.  Hau D. Veneracion

C. C. Forbes D. & Childs I. 2013 Slum Upgrading

and Urban Governance: Case Studies in Three South East
Asian Cities Habitat International Vol. 39 July: 162
-169.

Njoh A. J. 2012 Implications of Spatial and Physical
Structures for ICT as a Tool of Urban Management and
Vol.

Development in Cameroon Habitat International

36(3): 343 -351.

Obeng — Odoom F. 2012 On the Origin Meaning and
Evaluation of Urban Governance Norsk Geografisk
Tidsskrift — Norwegian Journal of Geography Vol. 66
(4): 204 -212.

Rakodi C. 2003 Politics and Performance: The Impli-
cations of Emerging Governance Arrangements for Urban

Habi-

Management Approaches and Information Systems



24

25

26

27

tat International Vol. 27(4): 523 —547.
Roman” czyk K. M. 2015 Towards Urban Governance:
Twenty Years of Neighbourhood Contracts in the Brussels
— capital Region Cities Vol. 44( April) : 1 -8.
Romero — Lankao P.  Schweizer V. J. & Bee B. A.
2014 Scale Urban Risk and Adaptation Capacity in
Neighborhoods of Latin American Cities Habitat Interna—
tional Vol. 42( April) : 224 -235.
Scott P.  Cotton A. & Khan M. S. 2013 Tenure Secu—
rity and Household Investment Decisions for Urban Sani—
tation: The Case of Dakar Senegal Habitat Internation—
al Vol. 40( October) : 58 —64.

Sutriadi R. & Wulandari A. 2014 Towards A Commu-—
nicative City: Enhancing Urban Planning Coordination by
the Support of Information and Communication Technolo—
gy Case Study Bandung Metropolitan Area Indonesia

Procedia — Social and Behavioral Sciences Vol. ( 135) :

28

29

30

31

2017 - 4

76 -81.
Van Winden W. Berg W. Van Den L. & Peter P.
2007 European Cities in the Knowledge Economy Ur—

Vol. 44(3): 525 — 549.
1995 The Management of Urban Develop-

ban Studies
Werna E.
ment or the Development of Urban Management? Prob-
lems and Premises of an Elusive Concept Cities Vol. 12
(5):353 - 359.

Yigitcanlar T. O’ Connor K. & Westerman C. 2008
The Making of Knowledge Cities: Melbourne’ s Knowl-
edge — based Urban Development Experience Cities
Vol. 25(2): 63-72
Zhai B. & Ng M. K. 2013 Urban Regeneration and
Social Capital in China: A Case Study of the Drum Tower
35:14 -25.

Muslim District in Xi’ an Cities

Advanced Governance: Urban Management Concept Formulated

from Modern Science and Management Technology Platform

—Comments on Management and Governance of the Garden City:

Wisdom and Practice of Singapore’ s Urban Management

YU Min — jiang

Abstract: Modern science and technology especially information technology play a more and more important

role in urban management which to some extent determines the degree and efficiency of urban management. Al-

though the digital urban management arises in China in strict sense the government just brought information sys—

tem into its current management track in which neither the management concepts reformulation nor the mechanism

and process innovation have been achieved. Singapore’ s practice of urban management in recent 50 years has

subverted the inherent thinking that urban management is a lagging response to urban residents’ needs. The paper

has introduced the practice of Singapore government that the government plans ahead and arranges public service

supply of hardware and software to accomplish the goals of advanced governance by making full use of modern

management and information technology to predict the appeals of urban public service and the future socio — eco-

nomic development trends.

Keywords: advanced governance; urban management; concept reformulation; Singapore

*135-



